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CONTROVERSIES IN ARMENIAN TOPOGRAPHY. 



I. 



The Site of Tigranocerta. 



A. The Controversy and its present position. 

Any historian wishing to deal adequately and intelligently 
with the campaigns of the Roman general Lucullus in Armenia 
in B.C. 69 or with Corbulo's expedition in that same country in 
A.D. 59 finds himself at once confronted with, and compelled to 
make up his own mind upon, the hotly disputed question and 
famous controversy of the site of the city Tigranocerta, founded 
by Tigranes the Great. This decision of his is essential if he is 
to describe either the course of events or, especially, the strategy 
of the commanders in any but a perfunctory and unsatisfactory 
manner. 

The site of the city has for long years been subject of 
controversy, and generally has remained as undetermined as the 
question of the site of Rhandeia and the identification of the 
River Arsanias, which however are matters for subsequent 
inquiry. But the authorities which may help to determine the 
matter or to make confusion worse confounded are so scattered, 
so immersed, the ancient among them in contradictions, the 
more modern in German and English, mostly German, periodical 
literature, that, inasmuch as a summary and comprehensive 
view of the whole controversy has never been presented, so far 
as I know, whether in German or in English, I propose now in 
this paper to present and discuss the whole controversy up to 
date, and to draw positive conclusions for my own immediate 
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use therefrom. And if this last proceeding may appear over- 
rash, at least I may hope to have presented more material for 
discussion than is available in any one source at present. That 
my criticism is what Mommsen calls " Writing-Table " criticism 
only is unavoidable, and the travellers whom I hope to intro- 
duce in course of this paper must necessarily tell their own tale, 
I being but their mouthpiece — a fact which, I am inclined to 
believe, conduces at least to calmness of judgment in one whose 
present function is exposition and recapitulation, not partisan 
championship. 

The ancient authorities are Tacitus, Pliny, Strabo, Plutarch, 
Eutropius, and the geographers, including specially Ptolemy 
and the Peutinger Table. 

The modern authorities or disputants whose information or 
opinions must be considered are 

1. J. G. Taylor: "Travels in Kurdistan" (Journal of the 
Royal Geographical Society. Vol. xxxv. (1865), pages 21-58). 

2. H. C. Rawlinson (Sir Henry Rawlinson), who reviewed 
1 in the Athenaeum for Feb. 14, 1863, a single remark of 
whose (page 228) has caused much trouble, and is indeed 
entirely beyond defence. 

3. Emil Egli : Feldzuge in Armenien von 41-63 N. CHR. 
(ap. Biidinger Untersuchungen zur romischen Kaisergeschichte. 
Band I., pp. 265-364. Leipzig, 1868). 

4. Th. Mommsen : " Die Lage von Tigranokerta," in 
Hermes. Band IX., pp. 129 sqq. Berlin, 1875. 

5. H. Kiepert : " Die Lage von Tigranokerta" in the same 
volume of Hermes, following on to Mommsen. This is a 
rectification of a former view Kiepert published, and is itself 
corrected in his latest map, which adopts the Tel Ermen site 
(cf. infra). 

6. Eduard Sachau : (a) " Ueber die Lage von Tigrano- 
kerta " (ap. Abhandlungen der Koniglichen Akademie der 
Wissenschaften zn Berlin. Aus dem Jahre 1880. Abtheilung 
II., pp. 1-92). 
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(b) Reise in Syrien und Mesopotamien. Leipzig, 1883. 
Pages 398-428. 

It will be seen that the six who alone concern us include 
two travellers and two only, who of course choose, or are used 
by others to choose, different sites : viz. : Taylor in 1861 and 
Sachau in Feb.-March, 1880. The sites selected are not con- 
fined to those suggested by actual travellers. This goes without 
saying. For the rest, Roman historians and editors of Tacitus 
have been bound to offer some remarks, or at least to locate the 
city, to the best of their ability. But in no case is the result 
deserving separate consideration: e.g. Schiller in his "Geschichte 
des romiscben Kaiserreichs unter der Regierung des Nero " 
(Berlin, 1872) follows the then latest opinion, that of Egli, 
without any discussion or attempt at discussion, a characteristic 
feature of that historian's work so far as in yet other disputed 
questions I have become acquainted with it. Furneaux seems 
to know of Sachau's researches and travels only in the scanty — 
it is but a page and a half's — summary of them by H. F. Tozer 
in the Transactions of the Cambridge Philological Society, 
Vol. II., p. 241 (London, 1883), and this is not sufficient. 
Neither does George Rawlinson or Merivale contribute any- 
thing of independent merit to this particular controversy. 

We are left then with six modern writers, including two 
travellers. In course of time a good many different sites have 
been suggested for the city. But some of these have no basis 
save in the fancy of their foster-fathers, such as those mentioned 
to be rejected, and rightly, by Egli (pages 303-306). The net 
result is that we are left with four suggested sites to consider, 
and only four. And of these I include one which is respectable 
for its antiquity and for nothing else, viz. : Diarbekr. The real 
claimants which still in some measure hold the field are thus 
three in number and are distributed among our six modern 
writers as follows : 

Sert, championed by Egli and Sir Henry Rawlinson. 

Tel Abad, championed by Mommsen and (formerly) Kiepert, 
all basing their conclusions in part on Taylor. 

Tel Ermen, championed by Sachau and (now) by Kiepert. 
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B. The Authorities. 

The data supplied by our ancient authorities are not very 
many, however irreconcileable or indefinite. To these must be 
added the evidence of " finds," but it will appear that in this 
particular controversy the spade has been of very little assist- 
ance, and Sachau indeed points out (a) pp. 61, 62, (6) p. 403, 
that in view of the short space of time during which the city 
flourished the spade is never likely to be of great assistance. 
And just at present at any rate the spade-equipped archaeologist 
can scarcely penetrate regions into which the itinerant equestrian 
with antiquarian tastes wanders with, I suppose, a pleasing sense 
of the uncertainty of life. 

The data then supplied us by our ancient authorities are 
these. I present them in no particular order of merit. 

(1) Tacitus: 

A. "Apud oppidum Nisibin, septem et triginta milibus 
passuum a Tigranocerta distantem." {Annals XV. 5. 2.) [37 
Roman miles = roughly 34 English miles or 55 kil.] 

B. " Occupaverat Tigranocertam, urbem copia defensorum 
et magnitudine moenium validam. Ad hoc Nicephorius amnis 
haud spernenda latitudine partem" murorum ambit, et ducta 
ingens fossa, qua fluvio diffidebatur." {Annals XV. 4. 2. 3.) 

Conclusions : 

(1) The city was 37 miles away from Nisibis = the modern 
Nisibin, in the extreme North of Mesopotamia. 

(2) It lay on the river Nicephorius, and this river was of 
considerable breadth. 

(3) Where the river did not defend the town a great trench 
was dug. And in general it was strong by reason of its great 
walls and numerous defenders. 

i.e. (negatively) its site does not appear to have been 
naturally a very strong one. 
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(2) Pliny: 

A. "Tigris autem ex Armenia, acceptis fluminibus claris 
Parthenia ac Nicephorione." {Nat Hist. VI. 27. 129.) 

B. "Oppida...in majore [Armenia] ... in excelso autem 
Tigranocerta." {Nat. Hist. VI. 9. 26.) 

Conclusions : 

(1) The Nicephorius (evidently = Pliny's Nicephorion) was 
a tributary of the Tigris. 

(2) Tigranocerta was in Greater Armenia. 

(3) And occupied a lofty site. 

(3) Strabo: 

A. Of Tigranes' founding of the city : 

teal ttoXiv eicTicre ifkyaiov rrj? 'I/3r;/3ia<? /xeTa^v ravrrj? re 
teal tov Kara, rbv Rv^pdrrju Zevy p.aro<;. (XI. 14. 15, p. 532.) 

[This is not of much help because no substitution for the 
unintelligible 'I/3?7/Ha9 of the text can be suggested which is 
philologically possible. Cf. Mommsen (note 1, p. 132) and 
Sachau (a), p. 5. 

Zeugma = modern Birejik, the southernmost of the crossings 
of the Euphrates.] 

B. Of the Southern Mountains E. of Euphrates, called 
"Taurus": 

'Ey Be tovtois €<tt\ teal to Mdcnov, to virepteeipevov t?)? 
NtcrtyQto? opo? teal tgov Tiypavotceprcov. (XI. 12. 4, p. 522.) 

[Note : The ' Masius ' or ' Masion ' range of mountains is 
definitely part of " Taurus/' And " Taurus " separates Armenia 
from Mesopotamia. Of. Strabo XI. 12. 2, p. 521, Sachau (a), 
p. 13. 

Nisibis is of course in Mesopotamia.] 

C. Of Mesopotamia " irapopeuo*; " : 

€%ovo-l 6° avrrjs rd fieu 7rpo? tg5 TLveppdry teal to Ztevy- 

p,ari...oi M.vyB6ve<;...iv oh icrriv rj Nlcnfti*;, rjv teal avrrjv 

AvTLox€iav...7rpoo~7)<y6pevo~av, virb tcS Macrtw opei teei/jLevrjv, 

teat Tiypavoteepra teal rd irepl Kappa? teal N iter) (pop iov yoopia 

teal XopBipa^a teal 'Zivvaiea. (XVI. 1. 23, p. 747.) 
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D. Of Tigranes' attack on the Mazaceni in Cappadocia : 

" airavTas yap dvaardTOv; eiroir)<r€v eh ttjv Me<ro7TOTa- 
fiiav teal rd Tiypavotcepra e/c tovtcov crvvwtacre to nrXeov." 
(XII. 2. 9, p. 539.) 

Conclusions : 

(1) Tigranocerta was in Mesopotamia. 

(2) And lay " under " Mount Masius, as did Nisibis. 

(3) In the same district as Nisibis, Carrhae, Nicephorium 
and other places. 

(4) Between Zeugma on the Euphrates and some other 
unknown place. 

These data, it may here be remarked, suit the Tacitus data 
exactly. The city, according to Strabo and Tacitus, lay on the 
Southern slopes of Masius and thus in Mesopotamia proper. 
Yet, as founded by an Armenian king and in his dominions, it 
might be counted as belonging to Armenia — if we keep the 
Pliny statement, viro of course may equally by itself suit a 
site on the Northern slopes of Mt. Masius. But in this case 
the town could not have been described as in Mesopotamia — 
which is divided from Armenia by this very Taurus-Masius 
range, nor would its association with Nisibis and Carrhae be in 
that case anything but misleading. There cannot be much 
doubt that Strabo at any rate places the city on the Southern 
side of the Masius Range, where also Nisibis lay. (Cf. also 
Sachau (a), p. 8.) 

(4) Plutarch : 

Lucullus in B.C. 69 crosses the Euphrates, probably at 
Melitene ; marches through Sophene ; crosses the Tigris ; and 
enters Armenia. (Vit. Lucull. c. 24.) 

Mithrobarzanes' force is defeated and the leader slain. 
Tigranes therefore abandons Tigranocerta and retreats to the 
Taurus and there collects reinforcements. Murena, sent by 
Lucullus to intercept these reinforcements, pursues and attacks 
the king as he is passing through a narrow rough defile, and 
heavily defeats him. (c. 25.) 
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Lucullus then marches on Tigranocerta and lays siege to it 
(ib.). 

Tigranes collects a huge army and marches to raise the 
siege. He crosses Taurus and then looks down upon the 
Roman army which is encamped round about the city, and is 
seen from within the city : — 

»9 Be virepftaXoov rou Tavpov adpovs KaT€(f)dvrj koX 
KareiBe 7rpo? T049 Tiypavo/cepTois eiriKadrifievov to arpdrev^ia 
twv 'Vwfiaioov, fiev iv ry iroXei ftdpftapo? o/u\o<i oXoXvyr) 
teal Kporo) rrjv 8"^riv iBe^aro, icai rots 'Peo/tatoi? diro rwv 
reiyj&v dtreiXovvre^ eBeiicvvaav tou? ' App,evlov<i. (27. 1.) 

Lucullus thereupon divides his forces; leaves Murena to 
contain the besieged and, marching himself to meet the relieving 
army, encamps " trapd tov irorafiov iv TreBicp fieydXq)." (c. 27.) 

(October 6th.) The Armenian army lay to the East of the 
river. Where the river was fordable it took a bend towards the 
West. Lucullus thus hastening to cross by the ford is thought 
by the enemy to be retreating. He crosses the river and 
defeats Tigranes. (c. 28.) 

Lucullus takes Tigranocerta. (c. 29.) 

Conclusions : 

This account is not of very great service because of its 
general topographical vagueness, e.g. to the river by Tigrano- 
certa no name is given. But two points deserve notice. 

(1) An army on the higher slopes of Taurus is visible from 
the city. 

(2) The river by the city has to be forded in October. 

(5) Eutropius : 

" Lucullus... Tigranocertam, civitatem Arzanenae, nobilissi- 
mani regni Armeniaci, cepit. Inde Nisibin profectus earn 
quoque civitatem cum regis fratre cepit." (vi. 9. I.) 

[Note : The siege of Nisibis was not, according to Plutarch 
(Lucull. 32), in the same campaign as that of Tigranocerta, and 
Eutropius' connection of the two events is somewhat misleading. 

Arzanene seems, from its mention in various late Imperial 
writers, to have been a sniall district in Southern Armenia, but 
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on the Northern or left Bank of the Upper Tigris (cf. Amra. 
Marc. XXV. 7. 9. Procop. Bell. Pers. I. 8. Gibbon, ed. Bury, I., 
p. 375.) Lake " Arsene" is to be connected with the district, 
and whether this be Lake Van itself or Lake Golldsehik, in 
either case Arzanene lies N. of the Upper Tigris, being either 
the district lying South-East of Kharput or — further East — 
towards or about the Bitlis Su.] 

Conclusion : 

Tigranocerta lay in Southern Armenia on the Northern or 
left bank of the Upper Tigris. 

(6) The Geographers : 

The evidence of the Peutinger Table is so perplexing that 
a special consideration of this must be reserved to the end of 
this paper. But it clearly places the city North — on the left 
bank — of the Tigris. 

Ptolemy (v. 13, p. 136) mentions Tigranocerta as a town of 
a district he calls Gordynesia. This is not very clear, but it 
appears he considered the city to have lain in Armenia proper, 
and Eutropius may have derived this view from him. Sachau 
thinks Ptolemy places the town in the valley of the Bohtan 
Su — (Sachau (a), p. 50) — which suits the one view of the 
district of Arzanene mentioned above. 

The Ravennate Geographer mentions a " Tigranocerta " in 
Parthia (ed. Pinder, p. 50. 2), and a " Tygranocerta " in Media 
Minor (ib. p. 65. 13). No such name appears in his list of 
cities in Armenia or in Mesopotamia. 

Deferring the evidence from " finds," which will be more 
conveniently considered in connection with the particular sites 
suggested, it now appears that these our authorities fall apart 
into two main classes which are irreconcileable. These are 

I. Those who place Tigranocerta in Mesopotamia, on the 
Southern slopes of Mount Masius-Taurus. 

II. Those who place Tigranocerta in Armenia, to the North 
of the Upper Tigris, and thus of Mount Masius-Taurus. 

In the first class must be counted : 
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(1) Tacitus : because he describes the city as but 37 miles 
from Nisibis. 

(2) Strabo : who throughout is chief authority for this 
view. 

In the second class must be counted : 

(1) Eutropius, because he places the city in Arzanene. 

(2) Pliny, because he says the Nicephorius is tributary of 
the Tigris, and this river has no considerable tributary S. of 
Masius which would in any way suit the remaining data. 

(3) The Peutinger Table. 

Of the remaining authorities, to the first class incline 

(1) Plutarch, because, even if Tigranes retreated before 
Lucullus Southwards (which is improbable), yet a city north of 
the Tigris would not be within eyesight of an army on the 
northern slopes of Masius. 

(2) The Ravennate geographer, who ascribes Tigranocerta 
to Parthia and not to Armenia. But neither does he ascribe 
it to Mesopotamia, and his authority is thus confusing rather 
than valuable. 

And to the second class inclines 

Ptolemy, who, like Pliny, gives the town to Armenia. As 
has however already been pointed out, Armenia under Tigranes 
undoubtedly might be taken to include his new city, even 
though his power reached as far as, and thus his city was 
founded in, Northern Mesopotamia. And if this be not the 
case, it is probable that Eutropius and Ptolemy are but equival- 
ent to one authority, viz., Ptolemy. 

Summarily then and in all probability we have a Strabo- 
Tacitus-Plutarch combination ranged on the one side in favour 
of a Mesopotamian site as against a Ptolemy-Eutropius- 
Pliny-Peutinger Table combination on the other side in favour 
of a North-of-the-Tigris site. And it must be admitted that 
generally speaking the former group is geographically the 
stronger, not so much because of the curiously precise details of 
the figure of ' 37 ' miles in Tacitus and the " eye sight " of 
Plutarch, as because Strabo, himself a native of Pontus, pub- 
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lished his work at a time when the city was famous. Whereas 
after 63 A.D. it becomes of very little note, and seemingly devoid 
of any historic interest at the time when Ptolemy flourished in 
the middle of the 2nd century A.D. Pliny would of course be a 
contemporary witness, as was Strabo, but at best he is but a 
second-hand geographer for Armenia, and far inferior to the 
Greek. 

Such being the position of the controversy anent the ancient 
authorities, we turn to 



G. The Sites Suggested. 

These, as has been said, are four in number, viz. : 

I. Diarbekr : on the Upper Tigris."! 

II. Sert : N. of Upper Tigris. > N. of Masius. 

III. Tel Abad : S. of Upper Tigris. J 

IV. Tel Ermen S. of Masius. 

/. Diarbekr. 

This suggestion is one of venerable antiquity, being first 
made by two Armenian historians, Faustus of Byzantium, who 
flourished at the end of the IVth and beginning of the Vth 
century a.d., and Moses of Chorene, formerly ascribed to the 
Vth, but now to the early part of the Vlllth century. Apart 
from the antiquity of the suggestion, there does not seem much 
to recommend it. It is of course entirely inconsistent with 
the Strabo-Tacitus-Plutarch combination in every particular. 
Neither does it suit the rival group well. Diarbekr lies on the 
right bank of the Upper Tigris under the Karaja Dagh. Thus 
it fails to suit the Peutinger-Table. Again, it seems improbable 
that in antiquity the name Tigris was given either to the 
Bitlis Su or the Bohtan Su to the exclusion of the main stream. 
The ancient accounts indeed of this river's early course are 
confused enough, and complicated by the uncertainty of identi- 
fication of Lake Thospitis with Lake Arsene, and either or 
both with Lake Van or Lake Golldschik to the S. E. of Kharput 
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(cf. Wtinsch, Mitth. der k. k. geog. Gesellschaft in Wien, 1885. 
Band XXVIII., pp. 1 — 21). But despite the haze of uncertainty 
it seems most improbable that the Upper Tigris by Diarbekr 
should have been regarded as a tributary of the river and 
called (ex. hyp.) the Nicephorius. Neither are there any 
remains or 'finds' which seem to justify the choice. Neither 
can Diarbekr be said to lie " in excelso." Losiug even Pliny's 
authority in this way, there is no ground remaining for the 
choice save pure patriotic fancy, or the undoubted strategical 
importance of the position. But it is hopeless to defy the 
authorities and ground one's choice on this & priori basis alone 
here, as in every other topographical controversy. The choice 
of Diarbekr cannot be justified. Tigranocerta may have been 
to the later Armenians, as Mommsen suggests (p. 134), what 
Scheria was to the later Greeks. The site of neither was 
known, and they chose at random and at pleasure. 

II. Sert. 

An old view adopted by Egli finds Tigranocerta in Sert, and 
the river Nicephorius in the Bohtan Su, which joins the Bitlis 
Su just below the town. The river, according to this view, 
which Lucullus crossed to attack the Armenian army coming 
from the North would be the Bitlis Su. 

In the weakness of the historical evidence for this site Egli 
takes refuge in two additional arguments. The one is that the 
town is admirably placed whether for strategic or commercial 
advantages, and thus a very likely site for Tigranes to choose. 
As in the case of Diarbekr, so here, we cannot pin our faith to 
an argument of this kind in such a controversy. Scores of 
other claimants, Kharput, Erivan, Bayezid, among them, might 
start up on this score. 

But, secondly, the evidence of digging is here invoked. 
Taylor (p. 30, 31) speaks of the town as follows: 

"The whole of the town has been constructed from the 
remains of old buildings that have been exhumed from a depth 
of many feet below the soil. These ancient remains are always 
found when digging deep foundations for new buildings in the 
plain, but never on the slope of the hill upon which a portion 
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of the modern town is built ; and they extend for a distance of 
at least three miles to a spot where some of them are nearer 
the surface... In no other part of the Pashalik have I ever been 
able to find any coins of Tigranes, whereas here I bought in 
one day five of his medals... while other coins, Roman, Sas- 
sanian, Byzantine and Cufic, are invariably met with in the 
excavations, as also a few cameos and finely-executed intaglios." 

Egli therefore (p. 305) and Schiller, copying him, declare 
Sert the probable site of Tigranocerta. 

The difficulties are many, and Taylor himself admirably 
sums them up when, after considering the Tacitus and Strabo 
statements, he continues : 

" These statements, if the general veracity of these authors 
is considered, are totally irreconcileable with the present 
position of Saert or any place near it. Nor does the description 
of Tigranocerta... in Plutarch's account... coincide in the least 
with Saert." 

In very fact Sert is " totally irreconcileable " with the 
Strabo-Tacitus-Plutareh combination. Instead of being 37 
Roman miles from Nisibis it is over 90 miles away. It is 
nowhere near Mesopotamia, Zeugma, Carrhae, or Mount 
Masius. Instead of being visible to an army on the Northern 
slopes of Masius-Taurus, only a heliograph would carry the 
distance. Only the river suits the description of the Nice- 
phorius excellently, but otherwise to choose Sert means a 
rejection of Tacitus, Strabo, and Plutarch's scanty but surely 
valuable data, en bloc. 

On the other hand, the site suits the rival combination : 
Pliny, because the Bohtan Su is a tributary of the Tigris: 
Eutropius-Ptolemy and the Peutinger-Table because Sert lies 
on the N. or left bank of the Tigris. 

True, it has in its favour the remains of ancient foundations, 
the finding of coins, &c. But even here the evidence goes too 
far. The city of Tigranocerta had a brief and troubled exist- 
ence, and in the famous wars of the '3rd century wc never once 
hear of its existence. Though founded about 80 — 70 B.C. with 
magnificence, Lucullus' campaigns dealt it a serious blow. 
Springing once more into note as the second city of 
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" Armenia " in 59 A.D., after that it disappears entirely 
from our ken. Such a mushroom-city would not be likely 
to leave massive remains spreading over three miles, and, 
note, remains not " in excelso " — there none are found — but 
"in the plain." 

We cannot insist strongly on this archaeological evidence, 
and without it Sert is a site championed only by the distinctly 
inferior group of authorities. 

III. Tel Abdd. 

The third suggested site proposed by Mommsen and accepted 
(formerly) by both Kiepert and Professor Pelham is that of Tel 
AMd — "Der bewohnte Hugel " — as the latest traveller, Sachau, 
calls it. Taylor, who first described it, calls it Tel Biat : 
Mommsen and Kiepert Tell Bejad. 

This is described by Sachau, who visited the spot in 1880, 
as "A round hill, 130 feet high, covered with ruins." It lies 
three miles S.W. (according to Taylor), N.W. (according to 
Sachau, who expressly corrects Taylor on this point) of a 
village, called by Taylor "Kefir Joze," by Sachau Kefr Goz. 
This village lies on the South side of the Tigris and some hours' 
ride from Hassan Keif, where there is a ford and ferry over that 
river. (Mommsen, p. 245. 4 hours' ride ace. to Sachau's local 
informant at Kefr Goz.) Thus this site may be described as 
lying on the Northern slopes of Mount Masius and on the 
South or right bank of the Upper Tigris. 

The first actually to suggest that here might be found the 
site of Tigranocerta seems to have been Sir Henry Rawlinson 
in his review of Taylor's travels. Those travels we have seen 
used to support the Sert-theory. Now we find them used on 
its rival's behalf. But, doubtless unintentionally but none the 
less carelessly, Rawlinson based his view on a very serious 
exaggeration of Taylor's words which easily might mislead stay- 
at-home critics. For purposes of comparison the two passages 
had best be quoted in parallel columns : 
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Taylor, p. 35. H. C. Rawlinson. 

"About 3 miles South West of Mr Taylor's most remarkable 

it [Kefir Joze village] is the arti- discovery I consider to have been 
ficial mound of Tel Biat. It is of that of the ruins of Kefr Joze, 
some extent and formed of the ddbris which* he describes as an immense 
and remains of former buildings, city at the Northern foot of Mount 
which, I was told at Kefir Jose, Masius, and the great treasure-house 
yielded numerous medals and in- from which the larger 'portion of the 
taglios. This is the first portion Greek and Parthian coins and gems 
of Jebel Tur" &c. &c. [Nothing current in Northern Mesopotamia 
else is said of ' Tel Biat ' here.] are procured : thus leading to the 

conclusion that we have at last found 
the site of the famous city of Tigra- 
nocerta, which has so long been the 
despair of modern geographers." 

The " conclusion " is Rawlinson's own, and, based as it is on 
what seems an incredible exaggeration of Taylor's words, can- 
not carry much weight, as Kiepert, himself then a champion of 
this site, ruefully remarked (p. 143). 

Rawlinson has ascribed to Taylor words the latter never 
uttered, and his exaggeration is beyond forgiveness. 

Under these circumstances the archaeological evidence in 
favour of this site could not from 1863 — 1880 be regarded as 
strong. It was not nearly so strong as that for the Sert-theory. 
Still Mommsen and (at that time) Kiepert adopted the view 
and drew elaborate schemes showing how it could be made to 
fit in with the Peutinger Table names and distances, though in 
fact the latter had to be almost entirely sacrificed. And the 
initial fact, startling to one who pinned his faith to the 
Peutinger Table, that this placed the city North or on the left 
bank of the Tigris, whereas Tel Abad lies South and on the 
right bank of the river, did not, so far as I can discover, disturb 
their equanimity. The " not-inconsiderable " river Nicephorius 
had of course to be discovered. And what they described as a 
small stream running down the valley from Kefr Joze to the 
Tigris, where the road ran to Hassan Keif, was identified as the 
desired Nicephorius. 

The site in fact suited Pliny in so far as this stream did 
join the Tigris, and Tel Abad is "in excelso." It did not suit 

* (The Italics are mine.) 
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Pliny, in so far as this stream was admittedly small. It did 
not suit Tacitus for this same reason, and also because Tel 
AMd is not 37, but 47 miles due N. of Nisibis. It did not 
suit Strabo, because Mesopotamia did not reach N. of Mount 
Masius ; and Strabo, as we have seen throughout, implies a site 
on its Southern side. It suited Plutarch indifferently. No 
doubt a magnificent scheme for Lucullus' campaign could be 
made out on this understanding, with the Armenian army of 
relief marching from Mush and Lucullus fording the Tigris to 
get at them. But the "eye-sight" datum must be taken as a 
pardonable exaggeration of Plutarch's, and Mommsen, I think 
with a little hesitation, suggests that " fire-signals " were em- 
ployed, a suggestion, like the long Polybian treatise on this 
very means of communication, of great interest to the modern 
army signaller, but I think a little misplaced in a close and 
rigorous topographical discussion. The site then suited Plutarch 
indifferently. It did not suit Eutropius, because Tel Abad lay 
on the right side of the Tigris. It did not suit the Peutinger 
Table for the same reason. The archaeological evidence for it 
was slight, slighter than that for Sert, and Sert at least suited 
more of the authorities. What could there, we ask in wonder, 
be said for this site at any time between Taylor's travels in 
1860 and 1880, which, apart from the glamour of the names of 
Mommsen and Kiepert and Kawlinson's florid imagination, 
could not have been urged with far greater force on behalf of 
the then rejected site of Sert, save that it lay nearer to Nisibis 
and Mesopotamia, though neither the required distance from 
the former nor in the latter ? 

Thus matters stood in 1880 when Sachau visited the site. 
His account of it, which there is no reason to think unfair, may 
be said finally to dissipate its claims, such as they were, into 
thin air. This round hill he found covered with walls of former 
peasants' huts and potsherds of an older date. " But I could 
not discover the smallest fragment of anything of any great 
antiquity. Everything there might be of our century.... In 
other respects the place is insignificant and rightly passed over 
by Taylor in a few words." 

k Taylor had declared that he had been told at Kefr Goz that 
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numerous medals and intaglios had been found among the ruins. 
Rawlinson magnified this into the source of " the larger portion 
of the Greek and Parthian coins and gems current in Northern 
Mesopotamia." Sachau, the later traveller on the spot, fared 
less well. He offered, he declares plaintively, very high prices 
for finds, and at that time " if there was not actually a 
famine at Kefr Goz " yet prices ruled very high. Yet not 
one single coin was produced for sale by the obdurate 
villagers of Kefr Goz. Indeed "I had the greatest difficulty 
in making the villagers understand what I meant by 'old 
coins ' or ' cut gems '." 

Lastly we come to the question of the river "haud sper- 
nenda latitudine," the ' clarus ' river Nicephorius. 

" South of the hill," says Sachau, " ten minutes distance 
away, there flows a tiny brook, which springs from several 
sources one hour distant. It is easily jumped in many 
places. The water is hardly a foot deep. Indeed, the bed, 
unless much snow has fallen, is usually dry." 

It is not only Mommsen's " small stream " which has 
dwindled to this : it is the river Nicephorius, which, where 
it girt the city, was enough to defend it in the late autumn 
of the year 59 a.d. 

Viewing all the authorities, classical, topographical, 
archaeological, I conclude that it would be well-nigh im- 
possible to select in Armenia a site for Tigranocerta which 
would be more unpromising and unlikely than the site of 
Tel Ab&d. 

IV. Tel Ermen. 

Tel Ermen, a Christian village of some 200 houses (in 1 880), 
lies about 3 hours' ride S. of Mardin in the extreme N. of 
Mesopotamia, the traveller from Nisibis to Mardin diverging 
to his left to reach it. The hill of Tel Ermen rises about 
150 feet above the plain, and is conspicuous far over the 
plain. Hard by a river, the Zrgan, flows to join the Khabur 
river, which itself is a not inconsiderable tributary of the 
Euphrates. 

This is the site suggested first by Sachau as that of 
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Tigranocerta, and now adopted both by Kiepert and Prof. 
Pelham. As regards 'finds' or 'ruins' the evidence is prac- 
tically nil. True on the hill of Tel Ermen there are ruined 
remains in a far wider circumference than that covered by 
the modern village, but all of these are by Sachau ascribed 
to the town Dunesir of the Arabian middle ages (b, p. 402). 
And not a few coins seem to have been discovered in the 
immediate vicinity, the oldest of which may date back to the 
Seleucids (b, p. 425). 

Practically, however, this site like all the other sites, Sert 
only being a possible exception, cannot adduce any archaeo- 
logical evidence in its favour. 

The river, the Zrgan, is not a large one, but is never, so 
Sachau declares, dry, and in time of flood would form a serious 
obstacle. Thus in Spring it was found not fordable by both 
Sachau and Taylor. It runs at the Northern base of the hill of 
Tel Ermen, and thus, were Tigranocerta built here, would have 
encompassed part of the circuit of the city, as Tacitus says. 
The hill again is by no means impregnable or precipitous, 
though conspicuous. And this again suits the Tacitus descrip- 
tion of the city as being strong " by reason of its walls and the 
number of its defenders," which, arguing negatively, does not 
imply a strong natural position. 

Considering the authorities, it appears that this Te] Ermen 
site suits Tacitus, for it is just 37 miles from Nisibis : it lies 
on a river : it is not naturally a strong position. True, the 
river is perhaps not so large as could be wished. The Boh tan 
Su at the Sert site is a better Nicephorius. But this Tel 
Ermen site is on the whole the only one which makes the least 
pretence of satisfying the Tacitus data in general. 

The site suits Strabo admirably in every particular, and 
again is the only site which does. 

It suits Plutarch again, better than any other. For an 
army crossing Masius-Taurus and descending the Southern 
slopes would actually be visible to the naked eye from Tel 
Ermen. An excellent strategic scheme can here too be 
suggested for the Lucullus-Tigranes warfare. Lucullus would 
march from the Tigris about Diarbekr via the Rubbut pass on 

8—2 
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Tel Ermen. Tigranes would retire Northwards via the Mardin 
pass and so escape. 

Returning with reinforcements by this same route he would 
be visible some miles away. Lucullus moves out to meet him 
and encamps on the open ground E. of the Zrgan river — the 
Armenians being encamped in the hills to the N.W. over the 
river. Just above Tel Ermen the river takes a turn to the 
west. Lucullus marching to cross here seems to Tigranes to 
be retreating. 

Thus the site at Tel Ermen alone of all the sites satisfies 
the many data of the first, the superior, group of authorities. 
Therefore it does not satisfy the rival, the inferior, combination. 
True, it suits Pliny in so far as it may be said to lie quite 
sufficiently "in excelso." And Furneaux (Tacitus Annals II., 
p. 278-9) here goes entirely wrong when, relying only on 
Tozer's brief epitome of Sachau's researches, he says " the 
site... would wholly depart from... Pliny's ... description of the 
position as on a height." For Tel Ermen is exactly the kind 
of height which suits both Pliny and Tacitus. But it wholly 
breaks with Pliny in that its river is (eventually) tributary 
not of the* Tigris, but of the Euphrates. Further, it may be 
taken to suit Ptolemy, in so far as under Tigranes, if Tigra- 
nocerta lay here it might roughly be counted in Armenia. 
But it is wholly inconsistent with Eutropius and the Peu- 
tinger Table " left bank of the Tigris " requisition, which Sert 
alone satisfies. 

Tel Ermen therefore, like Sert, is a site which suits 
only one of the rival groups of authorities, but, unlike Sert, 
it suits the better group and suits it, on the whole, admirably. 

And here it is to the point to remark that this site for 
Tigranes' new city is strategically excellent. Guarding as it 
does the two passes over Taurus, the Rubbut Pass and the 
Mardin Pass, it blocks all hostile inroad from the South into the 
Upper Tigris valley, and thus into the heart of Armenia. And 
Tigranes' chief foes when he founded the city were the 
Parthians. The soil is fertile and water abundant. Volo- 
geses also at Nisibis is clearly in close touch with his forces 
besieging Tigranocerta in A.D. 61 (Ann. XV. 4. 5), as Mommsen 
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(note, p. 131) points out: and Tel Ermen would satisfy this 
requirement excellently as well. Finally — a small point but 
deserving mention — Tacitus states that Vologeses' cavalry 
during this Nisibis-Tigranocerta campaign were sorely in 
straits for food owing to the plague of a locust swarm. And 
the prevalence of such locust swarms precisely in this Mardin- 
Nisibis district is specially noticed by Taylor (pp. 356, 359). 

D. Conclusion. 

It may I think be said that no possible site either has been 
or will be suggested which satisfies the data of all our authori- 
ties, because those authorities are irreconcileable. 

A site on the left bank of the Tigris cannot be found which 
is also in Mesopotamia. In view of the authorities for either 
statement we must deliberately prefer the latter. Thus Tel 
Ermen is preferable to Sert. 

Rejecting then the Eutropius-Peutinger statements or 
inferences, it is desired, if possible, to find a site which satisfies 
all the remaining authorities, including Pliny. 

Such a site must present the following characteristics: it 
must be 

1. 37 miles from Nisibis. 

2. In Northern Mesopotamia S. of Masius. 

3. Itself on a hill 

4. Partly engirt by a river, 

5. Which is not inconsiderable in size, 

6. And is tributary of the Tigris. 
Could a site be found satisfying all these conditions, there 

are few indeed who would refuse to accept it. 

Such a site cannot be found. 

Of the four sites suggested 

Diarbekr satisfies the fourth and fifth alone. 

Sert satisfies the fourth, fifth, and sixth. But the first two 
are the most important conditions. 

Tel Abad satisfies the third, and the fourth and sixth in 
very minor measure. 
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Tel Ermen satisfies the first, second, third, and fourth ; the 
fifth in part ; the sixth not at all. 

Having thus viewed the whole controversy from first to 
last, it may be, I suggest, with some confidence that the 
historian of the wars whether of Lucullus or of Corbulo selects, 
out of the sites hitherto suggested, that which Sachau pro- 
poses, viz. the hill of Tel Ermen, for the position of the city of 
Tigranoccrta in antiquity. 



Appendix: The Peutinger Table. 

The Peutinger Table places " Triganocarten," an important 
end terminal because marked by two towers, as the starting 
point of three roads, and itself on the left bank of the Tigris. 

This last datum has already been discussed. It remains to 
consider whether any trustworthy information can be obtained 
from the names and distances of the three roads ; which may 
here be described as the upper, the centre, and the lower 
roads. 

The names and distances are as follows : 



Upper 



Centre 



Lower 



Triganocarten 



XXX. 


Zanserio 


XV. 


Thalbasaris 


XV. Colchana 


XX. 


Cymiha 


X. 


Sitae 




XLV. Narrara 


XXII. 


Uybanas 


XII. 


Adipte 




XIII. Ad Tygrem 


XXVII. 


Patansana 


crosses Tigris 


to) 


whence twice over 


XXVI. 


Vastauna 


X. 


Sardebar 


) 


river to join centre 


XXXII. 


Molchia 










route at 


XXVI. 


Vagneuana 










XIII. Sardebar 


XV. 


Flegosna 










J 


XV. 


Isurnbo 




X. 
XIIII. 
XVII. 

XXX. 

XVI. 

X. 


1 

Arcaiapis 

Sammachi 

Aque frigide 

Arcamo 

Thamandi 

Nisibi 

Sarbane 








X> 


LVIII. 


Sa 


pham 
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The Ravennate geographer mentions some of these names 
as belonging to certain countries : viz. he ascribes to 

(1) Parthia : Isumbo, Colcana, Sipte, Adipte, Nabarra, 
Sardera. 

(2) Media Minor : Patransana, Colchanam, Zancerion. 

It is abundantly obvious that no possible site in Armenia 
can combine the Peutinger Data with those of the Ravennate 
geographer, unless Tigranocerta lay on the extreme S.E. of 
Armenia on the slopes of the Arabak Dagh. Unless and until 
any such site is suggested we must be content to neglect the 
information of the Ravennate geographer and confine our 
attention to the Peutinger Table. 

Modern ingenuity has been for the most part baffled in the 
attempt to identify its names. Exception however must be 
made for the following suggestions : 

I. Upper Road : Patansana = Byz. BaXaXeaov = mod. 
Bitlis. Molchia (? Moschia) = mod. Mush. 

II. Centre and Lower Roads: Sardebar = mod. Zerzbwe 
or Zerzawa, as the ending awa = Persian abad. (So Kiepert 
and Sachau, a strong combination.) Zerzowe lies on the 
Tigris, some 10 miles below Diarbekr, just where the river 
trends eastwards. 

Sapham ? = Jezire on the Tigris. 
Nisibi of course = Nisibis. 

Testing these identifications by modern distances the results 
are not wholly satisfactory, e.g. 

(Molchia to Patansana = 58 Roman miles. 
^ ^ (Mush to Bitlis = about 37 Roman miles. 

„ v l Sardebar to Nisibis = 87 Roman miles. 

^ ' [Zerzowe to Nisibis = about 85 Roman miles. 

, . [Nisibis to Sapham = 38 Roman miles. 
(Nisibis to Jezire = 73 Roman miles. 

Following Peutinger distances Sapham can hardly be Jezire 
and the Molchia-Mush identification looks very doubtful. 

Keeping however the Patau sana-Bitlis and the Sardebar- 
Zerzowe identifications, the Peutinger Table gives us three 
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data for the distances of these two places from Tigranocerta, 
viz.: 

ToBitlis = 99miles. 

„ Zerzowe by centre road (shorter route) = 47 miles. 
„ Zerzowe „ lower „ (longer „ ) = 86 „ 
We proceed then to test the three sites of Sert, Tel Abad, 
and Tel Ermen accordingly. 

A Table of distances, which are approximate only, may best 
sum up the position : 

Roman Miles 



To 


From 


Tigranocerta 


Sert 


Tel Abad 


Tel Ermen 


Patansana-Bitlis 


99 


40 


95 


130 


Sardebar-Zerzowe 
(centre road) 


47 




60 


50 
via Kubbut 


Sardebar-Zerzowe 
(lower road) 


86 


90 

or via Bismil 73 







Note: (1) From Sert to Zerzowe the route via Bismil is 
the shortest possible. 

(2) For neither Tel Abad nor Tel Ermen can any route of 
86 miles to Zerzowe which reaches the Tigris en route at 73 
miles be by any possibility devised. 

The general result therefore of the investigation is that of 
the above three distances in Peutinger for Tigranocerta 
I. Sert satisfies fairly well the third only, 

II. Tel Abad the first only, 
III. Tel Ermen the second only, 
a pleasingly logical result, which however leads to the con- 
clusion that the Peutinger Table distances and roads are 
practically of no assistance to us in choosing a site for Tigrano- 
certa. 
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Rough sketch map to illustrate this paper: 
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